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Comments on the proposed precedence of nemonvchidae Bedel, November 1882, 
over ciMBERiDiDAE Gozis, March 1882, and the proposed conservation of usage of 
Cimberis Gozis, 1881 (Insecta, Coleoptera) 

(Case 3093; see BZN 60: 275-280) 

(1) Analia A. Lanteri 

Museo de La Plata, Universidad Nacional de La Plata, 1900 La Plata, Argentina 

I write in support of the proposal by Christopher Lyal and Miguel Alonso- 
Zarazaga regarding the conservation of the family name nemonvchidae Bedel, 
November 1882 by giving it precedence over cimerididae Gozis, March 1882. 
Without any doubt the proposed conservation of the name will help the stability of 
weevil nomenclature. I have carefully read Case 3093 and I consider that the proposal 
is well justified. 

(2) Antonio Velazquez de Castro 

Departamento de Biologia Animal, Facultad de Biologia, Universidad Complutense 
de Madrid, Spain 

I have read Case 3093 concerning nemonvchidae and I write in support of the 
point of view of the authors. I have been working with curculionoidea for 20 years 
and I agree with the opinion of the authors. 

(3) Marek Wanat 

Museum of Natural History, Sienkiewicza 21, PL 50-335 Wroclaw, Poland 

I support the proposals by Lyal & Alonso-Zarazaga. The situation concerning 
the family name nemonvchidae is long-known and one of the most complicated 
nomenclatural problems involving family-group names in Coleoptera. I think that 
these proposals provide the best solution for the conservation of nemonvchidae as 
the valid name for this weevil family. 

Conservation of the current usage of Cimberis Gozis, 1881 and the designation of 
Rhinomacer attelaboides Fabricius, 1787 as its type species would best serve stability 
of the nomenclature in this group. 


Comment on the proposed precedence of Bolboceras Kirby, 1819 (July) (Insecta, 
Coleoptera) over Odonteus Samouelle, 1819 (June) 

(Case 3097; see BZN 59: 246-248, 280-281; 60: 303-311; 61: 43^5, 110-114) 

Ales Smetana 

Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada, Central Experimental Farm, K. W. Neatby 
Bldg,, Ottawa, ON KIA OC6, Canada 

Before the manuscript of Case 3097 was submitted for publication, I was given by 
the junior author (Howden) the opportunity to comment on it. I pointed out a 


